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One must still have implicit faith that the outcome will be on the side of 
what we believe to be true intellectual and moral progress and human free- 
dom ; but the cost will be beyond all human comprehension, and the cause of 
all this chastening must be some serious moral cancer that the world has 
hitherto failed to understand and to eradicate. 

Francis G. Tract. 

Carlsbad, New Mexico. 



WE ARE BRAZEN, THOUGH BRILLIANT 

Sir, — The editorial, " The Revolt of Bryan, " is unworthy of a place in 
a magazine as great as is The North American Review. You describe one 
who has been before the public for more than twenty years, and in whose 
integrity more than six million people have confidence, as a liar, a hypocrite, 
and a malignant person. Here is the sentence to which I refer, taken from 
your editorial : " When he assigned a false reason for his performance, he 
declared his hypocrisy and evidenced his malevolence." And once more, Mr. 
Editor: "He can never again be tolerated by American citizens who are 
not wholly devoid either of intelligence or of patriotism." So Mr. Editor, 
you make yourself bold, brazen, or impudent, which is it? — and find no 
patriotism and intelligence except in yourself and in those who think as you 
do. Well, I must say that you have outdone " Our Colonel " completely. 
Tour egotism and your knowledge of the hidden motives of others is truly 
wonderful ! It is a pity that you put so much brilliant humor in the midst 
of so many unfair statements. I enjoyed the humor, but the maligning of 
a really great man is unlike you. It was a relief to read the good things you 
had to say about the President. Nobody will ever be able to say too many 
good things about our President. Sorry that you had to intimate that Wil- 
son was not sincere in his praise of Bryan. Mr. Bryan may have " muddled " 
some of his statements, as you say, but if your editorial is not a muddled 
affair, I would hate to try to read one that was muddled. 

Jesse E. Benton. 

McDowell, W. Va. 

THE PRESIDENT'S LITTLE JOKE 

Sir, — I have just read what you have had to say about the Honorable 
Josephus Daniels. I was not a little surprised that one of your acumen 
should so utterly fail to grasp the true situation. Mr. Daniels may be 
"temperamentally and mentally unfitted" to perform the part you would 
assign to him, and yet be admirably fitted for the part for which the Presi- 
dent has cast him. If you are right as to the part he is expected to play in 
the national drama, then the President and not Mr. Daniels should come in 
for your criticism, for I do not think the President or anyone else would 
have the temerity to claim that he is fitted to perform the duties of the office 
as you seem to see them. I, however, take it that Mr. Daniels is conducting 
the affairs of the office just as the President intended he should. 

It seems to me it would have been more commendable in you if you had 
tried to find out the President's viewpoint before starting in to lambast his 
Secretary. I was at first considerably puzzled at Mr. Daniels' appointment, 
but as time went on and Mr. Daniels went on and I had time to analyze the 
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matter, the puzzle seemed quite easy of solution. Mr. Wilson is an econ- 
omist. He also has a keen sense of humor (although his humor seems at 
times so subtle that even a Harvey could not discover its circulation). As 
an economist, he knew the people were fond of getting the most for their 
money. As a humorist, he knew how fond the people were of fun and 
amusement. The salary of the Secretary of the Navy is not large, and it 
seems plain to me that the President must have figured it out that he could 
furnish the people more fun and amusement for their money by appointing 
Mr. Daniels Secretary of the Navy, than in any other way. 

E. A. Benson. 
Omaha, Nebraska. 

A LADY UNANSWERED 

Sib, — I regret to inform you that your periodical is no longer a repre- 
sentative American magazine. 

The sympathies of this country, at first pro-British, have become pro- 
German. A party of friends returning from the San Francisco Exposition 
and a tour through the West advise me that everywhere they found nothing 
but German sympathy. A gentleman from Boston advises me that, while 
New England was strongly for the English at the beginning of the war, its 
sympathy has veered strongly to Germany. A newspaper man from Chicago, 
who gets around a good deal, told an acquaintance that several months ago 
the Literary Digest had polled the country on this subject and gotten a 
majority of the straw votes for the English, but that if this poll were to be 
repeated to-day it would show the opposite results. 

I myself no longer find any one, practically speaking, in favor of the 
Allies except those born in England or its colonies. 

Is it possible you have been misled by some New York papers that are 
English owned? Is it possible that you have, in this case, failed to analyze 
the public pulse correctly ? Would the Review itself care to take a poll on 
this matter? It is of importance to such a periodical. Only last night a lady 
picked up a recent copy of your magazine, read a few words, and threw it 
down saying, " Why, I won't read that. He's for the English ! " She was 
not German either, but American born, half English, half German. Please 
answer in your valued review. 

H. P. Meese. 

Swissvale, Pa. 

[Why should we make answer to a lady who refuses to read what we say? 

— Editor.] 

MAC VEAGH'S "WONDERFUL ANALYSIS" 

Sir, — Last week I took the July Review with me on the trip from Chi- 
cago to Mackinac Island via Green Bay. 

The first article I read — after the masterly editorial on Bryan, of course 
— was the remarkable contribution by Wayne Mac Veagh. Some passengers 
overheard me reading it and stopped to listen to the very end. They passed 
the word around and before we reached our destination every passenger 
on the ship had either read or heard read the wonderful analysis of the 
situation. 



